Response to Office Action Dated November 10, 2005 
US Patent Application Serial No. 10/501 ,977 

REMARKS 

The Office Action dated November 10, 2005 has been carefully reviewed. 
Claims 1, 5-10, 13-16, and 19-20 are currently pending. Claims 2-4, 11-12, and 17-18 
have been canceled with traverse and without prejudice to Applicants' right to file one 
or more divisional applications directed thereto. Reconsideration of the rejections of 
Claims 1,5-10, 13-16, and 19-20 is respectfully requested as well as allowance of the 
claims on the basis of the following remarks. 

Summary of the Invention 
A garment support assembly which is adapted to be fitted to the rear face of a 
backrest for a seat is disclosed and claimed. The backrest comprises a rear face and a 
forward face against which a user's back can rest when seated. The assembly 
comprises a support which is movable between a first stowed position within the rear 
face of the backrest and a second usable position projecting from the backrest. The 
assembly is adapted when in use to support a garment, preferably a jacket sports coat 
or similar. 

Independent Claim 1 
Independent Claim 1 recites a support hanger assembly adapted to be fitted to 
a backrest of a seat. The backrest comprises a rear face and a forward face. The 
forward face is against which a users back can rest when seated. The assembly 
comprises a support means movable between a first stowed non-usable position 
within the rear face of the back rest, and, a second usable position projecting outwards 
and upwards from the backrest in order to support a garment when in use. Further, 
the support hanger means comprises a plurality of linking arms medially positioned 
substantially in alignment of one above the other and also a hinge means which 
connects the linking arms between the forward face of the support hanger assembly 
and the outer rear face of a base recessed with the rear face of a seat or chair backrest. 
The linking arms are adapted to work co-operatively to enable the support hanger to 
move-between the first stowed non-usable position and the second usable position. 
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Independent Claim 5 
Independent Claim 5 recites a seat backrest assembly arranged for fitment to 
the rear face of a backrest. The backrest comprises a forward face of a seat against 
which a user's back can rest when seated. The backrest assembly comprises a rear 
face incorporating a support hanger which is adapted to be movable between a first 
inner stowed non-usable position and a second usable position projecting outwards 
and upwards from the backrest. Further, the assembly enables a garment to be 
positioned and supported thereon. Also, the rear face of the seat backrest is recessed 
to enable a support hanger to be housed within the backrest recess when the support 
hanger is in a first stowed non-usable position. The support hanger comprises a 
plurality of linking arms medially positioned substantially in alignment one above the 
other and a hinge means. The support hanger moves in an upward and outward 
direction with reference to the rear face of the seat backrest from a stowed non-usable 
position to a usable position for the purpose of hanging a garment. 

Objection to the Abstract 
On numbered Page 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner has objected to the 
language and format of the abstract in Applicants' disclosure. The abstract has been 
amended in the above "Amendment to the Specification" to be within the 1 50-word 
limit and now avoids the use of formal and legal phraseology often used in patent 
claims such as "means" and "said." Applicants believe that the abstract now 
describes the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether there is a 
need to consult the full patent text for details of the disclosure. Applicants further 
believe that the language of the abstract is now clear and does not repeat the 
information given in the title. Moreover, the exemplary language which the Examiner 
stated should be avoided has been noted by Applicants. Finally, the word "invention" 
has been redacted from line 1 of the abstract. 

35 U.S.C. $ 1 12 H 2 Rejections 
On numbered page 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claims 
1 -20 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 2 H 2 as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out 
and distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicants regard as their invention. 
First, the Examiner rejects Claims 1 and 5 for using "characterised in that" which he 
considers to be improper language for the claims^ Applicants have amended 
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independent Claims 1 and 5 so that this phrase has been deleted to advance 
prosecution. 

On numbered pages 2-3 of the Office Action, the Examiner has rejected the 
above-mentioned claims under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 1J 2 as being indefinite for using the 
alternate form. In view of this, the appropriate amendments have been made to 
Claims 1, 5, 14-15, and 19-20. Dependent Claims 2-4 (which depend from 
independent Claim 1) and dependent Claims 11-12 (which depend from independent 
Claim 5) have been canceled to advance prosecution - these features have been 
incorporated into independent Claims 1 and 5, respectively. 

On numbered page 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner states that 
"telescoping-like" renders dependent Claim 9 indefinite under 35 U.S.C. § 112 lj 2 
because the claim a "telescoping-like" element which is not actually disclosed by 
Applicants thereby rendering the scope of the claim unascertainable. (While 
Applicants respectfully acknowledge that the Examiner referenced Claim 8, 
Applicants respectfully submit that dependent Claim 9 - not Claim 8 - actually recites 
the "telescoping-like" feature which the Examiner has rejected for being indefinite.) 
However, this feature is disclosed by Applicants in the specification (please refer to 
col. 2, paragraph 24 of US 2005/0225129 Al) and this feature is recited by Claim 9. 
Further, with regard to the support arm (17), it is described, in one embodiment, as 
being of two-part telescopic construction (please refer to col. 4, paragraph 52 of US 
2005/0225129 Al). Moreover, the telescopic-like movement is described in the 
Applicants' disclosure as being an upward and outward pivotal movement (please 
refer to col. 4, paragraph 53 of US 2005/0225129 Al). One ordinarily skilled in the 
art would understand that the "telescopic-like movement" described with respect to 
the alternate, support arm would be analogous to the "telescopic-like movement" of a 
maneuverable neck which is disclosed in the Specification (as referenced above) and 
claimed (please refer to dependent Claim 9) and ascertain that there is little difference 
between the pivotal movement aspect (in a telescopic fashion) with regard to a 
support arm as compared to a maneuverable neck. 

Further remarks are continued in the "Miscellaneous" section of this paper. 
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35 U.S.C. § 102 Anticipation Rejections 

Akira 

On numbered pages 4-5 of the Office Action, Claims 1-3 and 5-1 1 have been 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Akira (Japanese Patent 
Abstract Publication No. 2000262352 A). Applicants respectfully traverse the § 
102(b) rejection with respect to Claims 1-3 and 5-1 1. However, in order to advance 
prosecution with respect to Claims 1-3 and 5-11, Applicants have amended 
independent Claims 1 and 5 to overcome Akira. Specifically, independent Claim 1 
has been amended to incorporate the limitations of dependent Claims 2-4 and 
dependent Claims 2-4 have been canceled. Further, independent Claim 5 has been 
amended to incorporate the limitations of dependent Claims 11-12. 

Claim 1, as currently amended, recites the following distinguishing elements: 
"a support means movable between a first stowed non-usable position within the rear 
face of the backrest' 5 and "a second usable position projects outwards and upwards 
from the backrest/ 5 Based on the Akira abstract, Drawing 1, and the exemplary 
description of Drawing 1, there is teaching of a support means which is movable to a 
first stowed non-usable position within the rear face of the backrest. On the contrary, 
the exemplary description of Drawing 1 in Akira (please refer to the enclosed Patent 
Office of Japan machine-translated Akira reference, specifically Paragraph 15) 
teaches "a shaft (4) [which] is pulled out from the shaft receipt hole (5)...." Further, 
this exemplary description and those of the remaining drawings do not teach a second 
usable position that projects outwards (see Akira, paragraphs 15-31), although the 
present invention does disclose and claim this feature. Rather, the Akira reference 
teaches a second usable position which is upwards (see Akira, paragraph 16 - 
describing Drawing 2) ("[A] hanger (3) is used, pulling it upwards.''; see also Akira's 
claim 1 which recites, "The chair with a hanger function... pulling up and using a 
hanger."). 

Applicants' Claim 1, as currently amended, recites a "support means [which] 
comprises a plurality of linking arms medially positioned.. .and, a hinge means, 
hingeably connecting said linking arms between the forward face of the support 
hanger assembly and the outer rear face of a base recessed within the rear face of a 
seat or chair backrest and wherein the linking arms are adapted to work co-operatively 
to enable the support hanger to move-between the first stowed non-usable position 
and the second usable position." As stated above, one distinction is that Claim 1 of 
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the present invention discloses and claims a base which is recessed within the rear 
face of a seat or chair backrest. This is not taught by Akira (for the reasons as 
mentioned above). Further, the "plurality of linking arms" and "hinge means" 
features are not taught by Akira either. Rather, Akira does not teach linking arms or 
hinge means - i.e., the degree of movement is far more restricted in Akira, as only an 
upward motion of the support means is possible, but not an outward position as 
disclosed and taught in the present invention (please refer to Akira, Drawing 1, shaft 
(4)). 

Akira and Features of Dependent Claims of Applicants 

With regard to distinctions as recited in Applicants' Claim 1 with regard to the 
Akira reference, the discussion of Applicants' apparatus in connection with Akira is 
equally applicable here. Further, an additional distinguishing feature as recited in 
dependent Claim 19 (which directly depends from Claim 1 as amended) is that the 
support hanger assembly comprises the seat. In brief, Claim 5 recites substantially 
similar features that are not taught by Akira including a second usable position which 
projects "upwards and outwards, " a rear face of the seat backrest which is "recessed 
to enable a support hanger to be housed within said backrest recess " as well as "a 
plurality of linking arms " and "hinge means. " 

Further distinguishing features in light of the cited Akira reference include the 
following dependent Claims 6-11 which directly or indirectly depend from 
independent method Claim 5 for a seat backrest assembly. The additional 
distinguishing features as recited in these dependent claims for the backrest assembly 
are briefly described as follows: 

a) the support hanger is configured to provide form-fitting support across and 
between the shoulder portions of a garment and, in use, is adapted to maintain the 
garment's shape (Claim 6); 

b) the seat backrest assembly comprises a medial support position (Claim 7); 

c) the medial support position comprises an upper projecting shaped neck 
portion and a plurality of opposite laterally projecting wing portions co-operating 
therewith, the wing portions adapted to support the shoulder portions of the garment 
(Claim 8); 
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d) the upper projecting neck portion which is manoeuvrable in a telescopic- 
like fashion (Claim 9); 

e) the upper projecting neck portion which is absent (Claim 10); 

f) the seat backrest assembly which conforms in depth and shape to the 
thickness and shape of the support hanger (Claim 13); 

g) the seat backrest assembly which conforms in depth and shape to the 
thickness and shape of the support hanger and wherein the support hanger portion is 
configured to lie substantially flush with the rear face of the recessed seat backrest 
when in a stowed non-usable position (Claim 14); 

h) the support hanger and mounting arrangement which are adapted so that the 
support hanger lies adjacent with the rear face of the backrest in the non-usable 
position (Claim 15); 

i) the support hanger which is raised in a projecting altitude relative to the 
backrest to support a garment in an elevated position sufficient to allow the lower 
edge portions of the garment to remain clear of the floor (Claim 16); and, 

j) the seat backrest assembly which comprises a chair (Claim 20). 

Yoshinori (Japanese Patent Abstract Publication No. 2001 190357) 
On numbered pages 5-6 of the Office Action, the Examiner has rejected 
Claims 1-3 and 5-8 under 35 U.S.C § 102(b) as being anticipated by Yoshinori. 
Yoshinori is directed to a room hanger device for a car seat. The same distinguishing 
features of Applicants' invention as described in reference to Akira are equally 
applicable to Yoshinori. In brief, as seen in Drawing 1 of Yoshinori and also the text 
of the abstract, the hanger device only moves along a vertical plane. It does not 
extend ^upward and outward" as in the present invention (please refer to the 
discussion relating to Akira above and independent Claims 1 and 5 which recite the 
"upward and outward" feature). Rather, the Yoshinori abstract text states, "[t]he 
hanger body (9) supported in such a manner as to be able to move vertically along a 
seatback (5)...." Further, the abstract text, drawing 1, and the rest of the machine- 
translated patent publication of Yoshinori (enclosed; machine-translated by the Patent 
Office of Japan) does not teach that the hanger device of Yoshinori is recessed within 
the rear face of the backrest. Instead, the Yoshinori disclosure, including drawing and 
text, describes that the hanger device is attached to the outside of the rear face of the 
backrest, not recessed. In contrast, with respect to Applicants' invention, the support 
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hanger assembly/seat backrest assembly are within a recessed part of the rear face of 
the assembly (see Figures 2 and 4 and independent Claims 1 and 5 of Applicants). 

Finally, Yoshinori also does not teach the use of linking arms and hinge means 
so that the hanger device is moved upwards and outwards, as recited in independent 
Claims 1 and 5. In contrast, the seat backrest assembly/support hanger assembly 
movement is enabled by way of linking means and hinge means which move the 
support hanger assembly/seat backrest assembly upwards and outwards (as recited in 
independent Claims 1 and 5 of Applicants). For further in-depth discussion regarding 
these distinctions as well as that relating to the associated dependent claims, please 
refer to the discussion which distinguishes the present invention from Akira, above. 

Guthridge (U.S. Patent No. 1,473,702) 

On numbered Pages 6-7 of the Office Action, the Examiner has rejected 
Claims 1-3 and 5-11 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Guthridge. 
Guthridge is directed to a display chair for displaying garments or apparel in a store. 
First, as seen in Drawing 7 of Guthridge, the text of the specification (please refer to 
Page 2, lines 26-29 of Guthridge), and the claims, the hanger device is an integrated 
part of the display chair whereas in Applicants' invention, the hanger support 
assembly/seat backrest assembly is an additional part (see Figures 1-6 of Applicants). 
Moreover, while, in Guthridge, as one can see in Drawing 7, the hanger device is an 
integrated front face of the chair whereas in Applicants' invention, the hanger support 
assembly/seat backrest assembly is a recessed part which is added to the rear face of a 
seat backrest (see Figures 2 and 4 and independent Claims 1 and 5 of Applicants). 
For further in-depth discussion regarding this "recessed" distinction, please refer to 
the discussion which distinguishes the present invention from Akira. above. 

Gonczy (U.S. Patent No. 2,262,581 ) 

On numbered pages 7-8 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected Claims 1- 
3 and 5-11 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Gonczy. Gonczy 
teaches a coat rack which is adapted to the back of a chair (Page 1, lines 1-3, left col. 
and Figures 1 and 3 of Gonczy). Similar to the distinguishing features of the present 
invention compared to Akira, Yoshinori, and Guthridge, as described above, the 
support member (i.e., stem (12 )) may be adjusted so as to move the coat support 
member (14) upwards and forwards (please refer to lines 5-7, Page 1, left col. and 
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lines 33-35, Page 2, left col. of Gonczy). However, currently amended independent 
Claims 1 and 5 of Applicants recite that the support projects "outwards and upwards." 
Therefore, there is a functional distinction between the two devices in this respect. 
Further, with regard to the "outwards and upwards" movement, the linking arms and 
hinge means used to move the support in this manner (as also recited by independent 
Claims 1 and 5) are not taught by Gonczy . 

For further in-depth discussion regarding this distinction and the associated 
dependent claims, please refer to the discussion which distinguishes the present 
invention from Akira, above. 

Steiber (U.S. Patent No. 3,149,879) 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1-3, 5-8, and 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Steiber. Steiber is directed to a clothes valet chair, a 
specialized type of chair which has the appearance and function of a conventional 
chair, which also provides a supporting hanger for clothes (see Page 1, col. 1, lines 1- 
1 5 of Steiber). This is similar to Guthridge wherein the hanger device was integrated 
with the front face of the backrest of the chair, as described above. In other words, 
the hanger device is an integrated part of the chair (see Figures 1-3 of Steiber) 
whereas in Applicants' invention, the hanger support assembly/seat backrest assembly 
is an additional part (see Figures 1-6 of Applicants) which is "adapted to be fitted'' or 
"arranged for fitment" to the rear face of a chair (please refer to independent Claims 
1 and 5 of Applicants). 

Moreover, Steiber teaches an extended drawer (please refer to Figure 3, 
element (23) of Steiber and Page 2, col. 3, lines 69-74 of Steiber) which "provides a 
counterbalance for the hanger unit in the horizontal position of the latter, to the extent 
that the center of gravity of the chair is shifted forwardly with respect to the floor 
engaging ends of the rearward legs (13)/' This is not disclosed or claimed in 
A pplicants* present invention . 

Also, Steiber teaches a hanger unit which is pivotal about a transverse 
horizontal axis originating from a "stowed*" position wherein the hanger unit is flush 
with the rear face of the chair (please refer to Page 2, Col. 4, lines 6-8 and Figure 3). 
However, just as in Gonczy, Reitze, Ohanessian, and Gubitz, the directional 
movement of the hanger unit is different from that as disclosed and claimed by 
Applicants (i.e., upward and outward) (please refer to independent Claims 1 and 5 of 
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Applicants). In other words, the pivotal horizontal positioning of the hanger unit is 
different from the upward and outward movement of the hanger support 
assembly/seat backrest assembly in Applicants' disclosed and claimed invention 
(please refer to independent Claims 1 and 5 of Applicants). 

Moreover, as the Examiner concedes on numbered Page 12 of the Office 
Action, Steiber also does not teach the use of linking arms and hinge means for 
moving the hanger device upwards and outwards, as recited in independent Claims 1 
and 5. Specifically, the Examiner states on numbered Page 12 of the Office Action, 
''However, Steiber does not teach the links as defined in [claim] 12...." Accordingly, 
the use of the linking arms and hinge means for moving the hanger device upward and 
outward is not taught by Steiber, as acknowledged by the Examiner. 

For further in-depth discussion regarding these distinctions as well as that 
relating to the associated dependent claims, please refer to the discussion which 
distinguishes the present invention from Akira, above. 

Ohanessian (U.S. Patent No. 4,71 1,488) 

On numbered pages 8-9 of the Office Action, the Examiner has rejected 
Claims 1-3 and 5-1 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Ohanessian. 
Ohanessian teaches a garment hanging attachment which is affixed to a chair. 
Specifically, Ohanessian teaches an attachment which is used with a chair that has 
been modified to receive the apparatus (see abstract and Figure 1 of Ohanessian). 
Further, similar to Gonczy, Reitze, Steiber, the apparatus is integrated into the chair 
(in this case, the apparatus, as shown in Figure 3 of Ohanessian, is embedded within 
the body of the chair when the apparatus is in the stowed position. In contrast , 
Applicants disclose a hanger support assembly/seat backrest assembly which is 
recessed within the rear face of the backrest of the chair (please refer to Figures 1-6 
of Applicants) as recited by independent Claims 1 and 5 of Applicants and as shown 
in Figure 1 of Applicants. 

Further, Ohanessian's hanger apparatus has a "use" position and directional 
movement from the ''non-use" to the "use" position which is different from that of 
Applicants" invention (just as Gonczy. Steiber, Reitze, and Gubitz had a different 
"use" position). Figure 4 of Ohanessian shows the "use" position of the hanger 
apparatus wherein the distal end of the apparatus is externally exposed and the body 
of the apparatus has slightly moved within the guides (18). In Ohanessian, the 
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movement is restricted within the rigid body of the chair and the guides (18), unlike 
the Applicants' invention in which the movement is not restricted within a rigid body, 
but rather enabled by way of linking means and hinge means which move the hanger 
support assembly/seat backrest assembly upwards and outwards (as recited in 
independent Claims 1 and 5 of Applicants). Moreover, Ohanessian does not teach the 
upward movement which is enabled in Applicants' invention (please refer to the 
recital in Claims 1 and 5 of Applicants). 

For further in-depth discussion regarding these distinctions as well as that 
relating to the associated dependent claims, please refer to the discussion which 
distinguishes the present invention from Akira, above. 

Reitze (U.S. Patent No. 6,443,523 Bl) 

On numbered pages 9-10 of the Office Action, the Examiner has rejected 
Claims 1-3 and 5-1 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Reitze. Reitze 
teaches a car seat with a hanger element for clothing articles. There are several 
structural and functional distinctions between Reitze and Applicants' invention. First, 
the hanger is pulled out from a recessed position from the rear face of the seat in 
Reitze so that it is pulled upward and at an inclined angle (please refer to col. 2, lines 
13-14 of Reitze) (please also refer to the discussions related to Gonczy, Steiber, 
Gubitz, and Ohanessian with regard to this ''directional movement 5 ' distinction). 
Specifically, from Reitze (please refer to the above reference): "[A] clearly specified 
distance measured in the horizontal direction is maintained between bow (3a) [hanger 
element] and back support (1) and headrest (2)...." In other words, the amount by 
which the hanger element is adjusted is fixed with respect to the horizontal 
movement. However, the bow (3a) in Reitze can be fixed in different height positions 
by way of extension rods (3b) (please refer to col. 2, lines 23-28 of Reitze). Unlike 
these 

"fixed movement "features in Reitze, independent Claims J and 5 of Applicants do not 
limit the features of the hanger support assembly/seat backrest assembly to any fixed 
position; rather, movement in the upward and outward directions is enabled by way 
of linking means and hinge means that produce a telescopic-like movement (see col. 
4, paragraphs 52-54 of Applicants' published disclosure). The movement of 
Applicants* hanger support assembly/seat backrest assembly is enabled by way of 
linking means and hinge means which move the hanger support assembly/seat 
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backrest assembly upwards and outwards (as recited in independent Claims 1 and 5 of 
Applicants). Accordingly, the manner in which the upward and outward movement of 
the assembly is disclosed and claimed in Applicants' disclosure - by way of linking 
means and hinge means - is also not taught by Gubitz . 

For further in-depth discussion regarding these distinctions as well as that 
relating to the associated dependent claims, please refer to the discussion which 
distinguishes the present invention from Akira, above. 

Gubitz (U.S. Patent No. 2,033,520) 

On numbered pages 10-11 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejects Claims 
1-2 and 5 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Gubitz. Gubitz teaches 
an adjustable seat for a motor vehicle which has a rail which is stowed within a recess 
inside the body of the seat (please refer to lines 1-2, Page 1, left col. and lines 17-26, 
Page 2, left col.). However, just as in Gonczy, Steiber, Reitze, and Ohanessian, the 
directional movement of the "hanger" (in this case, a rail) is different from that as 
disclosed and claimed by Applicants (i.e., upward and outward) (please refer to 
independent claims 1 and 5 of Applicants). A pair of rods (31) in Gubitz secure the 
ends of the rail (30) and these rods (31) project through openings (32) in the car seat 
molding (please refer to lines 26-34, Page 2, left col.). Figure 2 of Gubitz shows the 
rail (30) in its operative position wherein a robe (37) is suspended from the rail (30) 
(please refer to lines 42-44, Page 2, left col ). As shown in Figure 2, the rail is 
downward and outward compared to its inoperative position as reflected in Figure 1 
of Gubitz. In other words, the downward and outward position of the rail is different 
from the upward and outward movement of the hanger support assembly/seat backrest 
assembly in Applicants' disclosed and claimed invention (please refer to independent 
Claims 1 and 5 of Applicants). 

Further, similar to Guthridge, Steiber, and Ohanessian, the rail is mostly 
integrated into the chair (in this case, the apparatus, as shown in Figure 3, is 
embedded within the body of the chair when the apparatus is in the stowed position. 
In contrast, Applicants disclose a hanger support assembly/seat backrest assembly 
which is recessed within the backrest of the chair, but in such a way that it is not 
completely embedded (see Figures 1-6 of Applicants); rather, as recited by 
independent Claims 1 and 5 and also as shown in Figures 1-6 of Applicants and as 
shown in Figure 1, the hanger support assembly/seat backrest assembly is recessed 
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within the rear face of the seat, but not embedded (please refer to Gubitz, lines 22-24, 
left col. - i4 [t]he rail when engaged in the recess, lies substantially within the general 
outline of the molding and is concealed by the overhanging portion of the 

molding " Jn other words, while the hanger support assembly/seat backrest 

assembly of Applicants is readily visible as it is recessed in the rear face, the recessed 
rail is not readily visible because it is "concealed" within the body of the seat. 

Further, the manner in which the "hanger" apparatus is taught in Gubitz versus 

Applicants' disclosure is different The movement is restricted within the rigid 

body of the chair and the guides (18), unlike the Applicants' invention in which the 
movement is not restricted within a rigid body, but rather enabled by way of linking 
means and hinge means which move the hanger support assembly/seat backrest 
assembly upwards and outwards (as recited in independent Claims 1 and 5 of 
Applicants). Moreover, Ohanessian does not teach the upward movement which is 
enabled in Applicants' invention (please refer to the recital in independent Claims 1 
and 5 of Applicants). 

For further in-depth discussion regarding these distinctions as well as that 
relating to the associated dependent claims, please refer to the discussion which 
distinguishes the present invention from Akira, above. 

Martin (U.S. Patent No. 2,051,265) 

On numbered page 1 1 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejects Claims 1-3 
and 5 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Martin. Martin teaches 
pocket-type and table-type carriers (please refer to Page 1 . lines 1-2, left col.). Martin 
teaches the attachment of a carrier to the rear face of an automobile seat (please refer 
to Page 1, lines 21-23, left col.). Similar to Yoshinori and Guthridge, as shown by 
Figures 2-4 of Martin, the carrier is attached to the rear face of the seat in a non- 
recessed fashion. In contrast, with respect to Applicants' invention, the hanger 
support assembly/seat backrest assembly is a recessed part which is added to the rear 
face of a seat backrest (please refer to Figures 2 and 4 and independent Claims 1 and 
5). 

Further, as seen in Figures 2-4 of Martin, bars, rods, and interconnecting links 
therefrom cooperatively operate supporting members to form a pocket-type or table- 
type carrier (please refer to Martin, lines 43-55, left col. and Martin, lines 1-4, right 
col.). With reference to the rear face of the seat. Figures 2-4 further show that the 
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pocket-type carrier orientation orients the links and members to approximate a 
parallelogram (please also refer to Martin, lines 33-35, right col.) and the vertical 
support member (which is parallel to the rear face of the seat) is extended a certain 
distance by virtue of the horizontal support member (which is perpendicular to the 
bottom edge of the rear face of the seat). However, the orientation of the hanger 
support assembly/seat backrest assembly in Applicants" disclosure is different from 
that taught in Martin for the pocket-type carrier. Rather. Applicants disclose and 
claim a hanger support assembly/seat backrest assembly which extends outwards and 
upwards with respect to the rear face of the seat - in other words, as can be seen by 
Figures 2-5 and 8 of Applicants and as recited by independent Claims 1 and 5, the 
apparatus is extended upwards (i.e., above) and outwards from the rear face of the 
seat. 

Similarly, for the table-type carrier orientation, the links and members are 
oriented so that a first supporting member is perpendicular to the rear face of the seat, 
extending away from the rear face. However, Applicants disclose and claim a hanger 
support assembly/seat backrest assembly which extends outwards and upwards with 
respect to the rear face of the seat — in other words, as can be seen by Figures 2-5 and 
8 of Applicants and as recited by independent Claims 1 and 5, the apparatus is 
extended upwards (i.e., above) and outwards from the rear face of the seat. 

While the Examiner also states that Martin teaches a support hanger assembly 
which is adapted when in use to support a garment, Martin does not teach a hanger 
assembly nor does Martin teach that the supporting members (described above) are 
adapted to support a garment when in use. Rather, Martin teaches a carrier which 
supports an item to be carried from the bottom face of the item such as a piece of 
luggage (please refer to Figures 2-4 and lines 15-19, Page 1, right col.). In contrast, 
Applicants disclose and claim a support hanger assembly and a support backrest 
assembly which provide for the supporting (i.e., hanging ) of a garment (please refer to 
Figures 1-8 of Applicants and independent Claims 1 and 5). The garment is 
''supported" by virtue of the hanging device ^supporting" the shoulders of the garment 
(not by supporting the bottom of the article, as described in Martin) (see independent 
Claim 5 as currently amended). 

For further in-depth discussion regarding these distinctions as well as that 
relating to the associated dependent claims, please refer to the discussion which 
distinguishes the present invention from Akira, above. 
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35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) Obviousness Rejections 

Steiber in view of Martin (Steiber: U.S. Patent No. 3,149,879; Martin: U.S. 
Patent No. 2,051,265) 

On numbered pages 11-12 of the Office Action, the Examiner has rejected 
dependent Claims 12-20 (which directly or indirectly depend from Claim 5) under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Steiber in view of Martin. While the 
Examiner states that Steiber "teaches the structure substantially as claimed including 
the features as defined in Claims 13-17 and 19-20," Applicants explain above (in 
reference to an anticipation rejection with respect to Steiber) that Steiber does not 
teach a structure which is substantially as claimed as several features of currently 
amended independent Claim 5 (from which the aforementioned dependent claims 
indirectly or directly depend) are not disclosed by Steiber. 

In brief, Steiber is distinctively different from Applicants' currently amended 
independent Claim 5 in that the hanger unit is integrated within the assembly and the 
directional movement of the unit is different from Applicants' invention (i.e., Steiber 
discloses a horizontal pivotal movement which is different from the upward and 
outward movement as disclosed and claimed by Applicants). Finally, as the Examiner 
admits on numbered Page 12 of the Office Action, Steiber also does not teach the use 
of linking arms and hinge means for moving the hanger device upwards and outwards, 
as recited in independent Claim 5. For further in-depth discussion regarding these 
distinctions as well as that relating to the associated dependent claims, please refer to 
the discussion which distinguishes the present invention from Steiber with regard to 
the anticipation rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b), above. 

Also, Steiber teaches a hanger unit which is pivotal about a transverse 
horizontal axis originating from a "stowed" position wherein the hanger unit is flush 
with the rear face of the chair (please refer to Page 2, Col. 4, lines 6-8 and Figure 3). 
However, just as in Gonczy, Gubitz, Reitze, and Ohanessian, the directional 
movement of the hanger unit is different from that as disclosed and claimed by 
Applicants (i.e., upward and outward) (please refer to independent Claims 1 and 5). 
In other words, the pivotal horizontal positioning of the hanger unit is different from 
the upward and outward movement of the hanger support assembly/seat backrest 
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assembly in Applicants' disclosed and claimed invention (please refer to independent 
Claims 1 and 5). 

Further, as the Examiner admits on numbered Page 12 of the Office Action, 
Steiber also does not teach the use of linking arms and hinge means for moving the 
hanger device upwards and outwards, as recited in independent Claims 1 and 5. For 
further in-depth discussion regarding these distinctions as well as that relating to the 
associated dependent claims, please refer to the discussion which distinguishes the 
present invention from Akira, above. 

However, the Examiner cites to Martin (referring to Figure 2 of Martin) as 
teaching the links as defined in currently amended independent Claims 1 and 5 of 
Applicants. The interconnecting links to the bars and rods, as depicted in Figures 2-4 
of Martin cooperatively operate supporting members to form a pocket-type or table- 
type carrier (please refer to Martin, lines 43-55, left col. and Martin, lines 1-4, right 
col.). In brief, when the carrier in Martin is in a usable position and holding an 
article, the bottom surface of the item is supported whereas Applicants disclose and 
claim a hanger support assembly/seat backrest assembly which extends outwards and 
upwards with respect to the rear face of the seat - in other words, as can be seen by 
Figures 2-5 and 8 of Applicants and as recited by independent Claims 1 and 5, the 
apparatus is extended upwards (i.e., above) and outwards from the rear face of the 
seat. Accordingly, the links as disclosed in Martin do not teach the same usable 
position or orientation as in Applicants' disclosure, including currently amended 
independent Claims 1 and 5 (which now incorporate the limitations of dependent 
Claims 4 and 12, respectively). 

For further in-depth discussion regarding these distinctions as well as that 
relating to the associated dependent claims, please refer to the discussion which 
distinguishes the present invention from Akira and Martin, above, in connection with 
the anticipation rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). 

Miscellaneous 

Independent Claim 1 has been amended to address the Examiners rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 T|2 for lack of definiteness with regard to Applicants' use of the 
alternative form which is as follows: "[a] support hanger assembly. . .arranged for 
fitment to the rear face of an upright support of a backrest." A desired editorial 
change resulted in Applicants striking ''wherein the assembly is adapted when in use 
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to" and adding in "in order to" in its place. Further, as described in more detail above, 
additional text has been appended to Claim 1 which reflect features recited in former 
dependent Claims 2-4 (which directly or indirectly depended from Claim 1) (Claims 
2-4 are now canceled) for the purpose of advancing prosecution. 

Independent Claim 5 has been amended in compliance with 35 U.S.C. § 112 
T|2 to recite a "seat backrest assembly" so as to be consistent with dependent Claims 
6-10 and 13-16 (which directly or indirectly depend from Claim 5) which recite "[the] 
seat backrest assembly" and to address the Examiner's concern about use of the 
alternative form. Applicants have further amended Claim 5 so that the first position 
of the support hanger is characterized as a "first stowed non-usable position," 
eliminating the alternative form, in compliance with 35 U.S.C. § 112 ^2 and to 
address the Examiners concern. Further, as described in more detail above, 
additional text has been appended to Claim 5 which recite the features that were 
recited in dependent Claims 11-12 (which directly or indirectly depended from Claim 
5) for the purpose of advancing prosecution. 

Dependent claim 8 (which indirectly depends from Claim 5) has been 
amended to add a desired editorial change. Dependent claim 10 (which indirectly 
depends from Claim 5) has also been amended to add a desired editorial change. 

Dependent Claim 20 (which indirectly depends from Claim 5) has been 
amended in the same manner as Claim 5 in compliance with 35 U.S.C. § 112 ^2. 

Dependent Claims 6-10, 13-16, and 20, which directly or indirectly depend 
from Claim 5, have been amended to establish proper antecedent basis so that they 
relate to and recite "[t]he seat backrest assembly." Also, dependent Claim 8 has been 
currently amended to recite "the garment" since dependent Claim 6 recites "a 
garment," thereby establishing proper antecedent basis. Further, dependent Claim 13 
has been amended so that it depends from, dependent Claim 10, as dependent Claim 
1 1 has been canceled to advance prosecution. (Note: The features previously recited 
in dependent Claim 11 as well as dependent Claim 12 are now recited in currently 
amended independent Claim 5 to advance prosecution, as further discussed above. 
Claims 1 1 and 12 have been canceled to advance prosecution.) Similarly, dependent 
Claim 19 has also been amended so that it depends from Claim 1, as dependent Claim 
4 has been canceled to advance prosecution. (The features previously recited in 
dependent Claim 4 as well as dependent Claims 2-3 are now recited in currently 
amended independent Claim 1 to advance prosecution, as further discussed above.) 
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Dependent Claim 16 (which indirectly depends from claim 5) has also been 
amended so that the more desirable word "altitude" replaces the word "attitude" to be 
consistent with "an elevated position" in the same claim and also for clarity in 
compliance with 35 U.S.C. § 112 ^[2. Further, the alternate words "coat [or] jacket" 
has been deleted from dependent Claim 16 - these are redundant, as the preferred 
embodiments of a garment are a coat or a jacket (see abstract). 

Dependent Claims 17-18 have been canceled with traverse and without 
prejudice to Applicants. Dependent Claim 17 depended from Claim 4 (as previously 
amended by preliminary amendment) which in turn depended from independent 
Claim 1. Dependent Claim 18 depended from dependent Claim 17 which in turn 
depended from independent Claim 5. Applicants assert that the 35 U.S.C. § 102 and 
35 U.S.C. § 103 rejections which the Examiner cited against Claims 1-20 have been 
overcome by virtue of the above arguments, including, but not limited to, with 
reference to independent Claims 1 and 5 vis-a-vis the cited prior art by the Examiner 
(please refer to the above text). 

Dependent Claim 19 has been amended so that the preamble is now consistent 
with dependent Claims 6-10 and 13-16 so that it now is amended to recite "[t]he seat 
backrest assembly comprising the seat ..." for clarity in compliance with 35 U.S.C. § 
112 1(2. It has also been amended to depend from independent Claim 1 instead of 
dependent Claim 4, as the features of dependent Claim 4 are now recited in currently 
amended Claim 1. 

Dependent Claim 20 (which indirectly depends from Claim 5) has been 
amended so that the preamble is consistent with dependent Claim 16 (which also 
indirectly depends from Claim 5) to which it relates back to. 

Finally, the prior art made of record but not relied upon by the Examiner has 
been reviewed, including Dantes, Lombardo, Liu, Lin et al, LaVelle, Grove, Reguitti, 
Gleitsman et al, Ryan, Callais, Scott-Dalgleish, Belmont, Hoobler, Simpson, Bass, 
Hardesty, Griggs, Crump, Farish, Carter, Green, Wilson, Adler, Troendle, Kazel, 
Chiang, and Chen. These references are considered by Applicants, and as also noted 
by the Examiner on numbered Page 12 of the Office Action, to not be relevant to the 
patentability of Applicants' invention, as disclosed and claimed. 
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Summary 



In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Claims 1, 5-10, 13-16, and 
1 9-20 are believed to be in allowable form. Applicants respectfully request allowance 
of the application. 

In the event that any outstanding matters remain in connection with this 
application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at 412-566-5907. 



Respectfully submitted, 




(412) 566-5907 



Lee Kim 

Registration No. 53,125 
Attorney for Applicants 
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